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COVM SSI ON ADOPTS STREAMLI NED
CABLE TELEVI SI ON SYSTEM | NFORVATI ON FORM 325
(CS Docket No. 98-61)

As part of the an ongoing biennial review effort to streamine the
regul atory process, the Conmi ssion has adopted a Report and Order revising and
stream i ning Form 325, the "Annual Report of Cable Tel evision Systens." The
purpose of Form 325 is to help gather information on cable television systens
for, anmpbng other things, predicting industry trends and formul ati ng Comi ssi on

policy.

Form 325 solicits basic operational information fromall U S. cable
tel evision systens, including: the operator's nanme and address; systemw de
capacity and frequency information; channel usage; and nunber of subscribers.
In the past, in order to ensure the accuracy and useful ness of the data
obt ai ned, the Form 325 was nailed to every cable systemin the country - nearly
11, 000 systens.

The order states that the Comm ssion believes that it is best to strike a
bal ance between the need to gather the public information necessary for the
Conmi ssion to carry out its regulatory functions and burdens placed upon cabl e
operators. In order to reduce the information gathering burdens placed upon the
industry in the Form 325 information collection process, the Comm ssion
determned that its objectives could best be achieved by drastically reducing
the universe of systemoperators required to file the formand nodifying the
formitself.

Key nodi fications to the Form 325 incl ude:

0 now approxi mately only 1,100 cable operators will be required to file the
Form 325
0 The Form 325 will be required to be filed by all cable operators who have

20, 000 subscribers or nore.

0 utilization of a sanpling nmethodol ogy for cable systens that have |ess
t han 20, 000 subscri bers.

0 collecting information only on a Physical Systemldentification Nunber
basis ( as opposed to the old Form 325 which collected informati on on both a
Conmunity Unit ldentification Number basis as well as the Physical System

I dentification Nunber basis.

0 the new Form 325 will consist of two sections - "CGeneral Information" and
"Frequency and Signal Distribution Information”

0 the new Form 325 will aid the Conmm ssion in nmaking policy decisions in
such areas as digital television broadcast signal carriage, |eased access and
must carry and retransmi ssion consent.

This action is initiated in conjunction with the 1998 biennial regulatory
revi ew process. Although Section 11 does not specifically refer to cable



operations, the Comm ssion has deternmined that the 1998 biennial review presents
an opportunity to examne all of the Conmmi ssion's regul ations.

Action by the Conm ssion February 1, 1999, by report and order (FCC 99-13).
Chai rman Kennard, Conmi ssioners Ness and Tristani, with Conm ssioners
Furchtgott-Roth and Powell dissenting and issuing statenents.

-FCC -

News Media contact: Mrgan Broman at (202) 418-0852
Cabl e Services Bureau contact: Karen Kosar at (202) 418-7200.



Di ssenting Statenment of Conmi ssioner Harold Furchtgott-Roth

1998 Bi enni al Regul atory Review. "Annual Report of Cable Tel evision
Systens, Form 325,

Filed Pursuant to Section 76.403 of the Comm ssion's Rules, CS Docket No.
98- 61

For the followi ng reasons, | would have elimnated altogether the rule
requiring cable operators to file Form 325.

First, the collection of this information is not statutorily required, nor
does the item identify any specific, statutorily-based purpose for this
i nformati on once collected. As | have said in other contexts, we should not
conpile data for its own sake. See 1998 Biennial Regul atory Review --
Stream i ni ng of Mass Media Applications, Rules, and Processes; Policies and
Rul es Regarding Mnority and Fenal e Owmership of Mass Media Facilities; MV
Docket Nos. 98-43, 91-140, 94-149 (released Dec. 3, 1998). As Commi ssioner
Powel | points out, the fact that we have not collected this information for the
| ast four years undernines the assertion of actual need for it.

Second, any information that we need in order to nake regul ati ons
governing cabl e operators can be obtained in the context of specific
rul emaki ngs. Those interests whose business operations will be affected by
proposed regul ati ons have every incentive to provide the Comn ssion with
i nformati on on relevant topics. Mreover, general industry information can be
readi |y obtained fromprivate groups, such as the National Cable Tel evision
Associ ation, or fromindustry publications.

Third, any rationale for the collection of this information |oses force
when the filing requirement is not applied evenly to all cable operators. The
useful ness of information gleaned fromonly a snmall segnent of the industry is
limted. | also question the fairness of a sanpling systemas an alternative,
since, at the end of the day, responding to these inquiries is costly to
operators and sanpling i nposes those costs on operators on an arbitrary basis.



DI SSENTI NG STATEMENT OF
COW SSI ONER M CHAEL POWELL

Re: 1998 Biennial Regulatory Review "Annual Report of Cable
Tel evi si on Systens, Form 325, Filed Pursuant to Section 76.403 of the
Commi ssion's Rules, CS Docket No. 98-61

| respectfully dissent fromthe Conmmi ssion's decision not to elimnate
altogether the rule requiring cable operators to file Form 325. Al though the
deci sion purports to revise and streamine the form | believe that it would be
truer to the deregul atory objectives of the Tel econmuni cati ons Act of 1996 to
have sinply dispensed with the formaltogether. As Comm ssioner Furchtgott-Roth
has noted in his dissent, there is no statutory requirenent that the Comm ssion
collect the information required by this form |Indeed, as the itemnotes, the
Conmi ssion has not collected the information since 1994. Oder, para. 4. Under
these circunstances, | find it hard to accept the assertions of the order, that
there is an actual need for the Comm ssion to reinpose this regul atory burden on
any cabl e operators.

There is no reason to assunme, as this Order does, that general information
about cable operators is not available fromprivate sources or industry groups
such as the National Cable Tel evision Association. Nor is there any reason to
assune that private parties will lack the information they need to file | eased
access or program access conplaints. Parties have continued to file conplaints
and the Conm ssion has acted on them even though it was not collecting Form 325
information. Simlarly, the contention of the Oder that the information "will
al so assist the Commission in preparing its annual cable conpetition report™
rings hollowin light of the fact that the Comm ssion conducts a separate
proceeding to collect information for that report. This proposition is even
nore questionable since the information collected will only be obtained from
sel ect cabl e systens.

In sum | am not persuaded that there is a need to reinpose the
requi rement that cable operators file Form 325, therefore, | respectfully
di ssent.



